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imply mutually one another and this is impossible. But
such is seen in the relationship between the seed and the
plant.

Reply :   In the 'bijankura' (seed and plant) rela-
tion we do not find that one is the cause of the other in a
mutual relation. For this seed gives a plant and' the plain
gives rise to a new seed.  The new seed gives rise to a
different plant. In ^ilis way we [do not |have 'anyonyasra-
yata* (vicious circle) but only a 'karana parampara' (an
infinite causal series). On the other hand the samvit which
apprehends the silver is taken to be the locus of the silver;

and, the silver is the locus of the same samvit. This is
impossible.

Obiect5osn : The silver has its. locus in the samvit
The silver has its locus in the previous samvit; and the
samvit has its locus in its own object. In this way we can
assume a?i infinite series here also.

Reply ; Then the present samyit is the locus of the
silver which comes in the next moment; and the silver of
that moment is the locus for the samvit of the next
ipoment. In this way we have to argue; and this will put
an end to the momentary nature of, cognition or knowledge.
For, the samvit of the previous moment must continue to
be there so.that tiie silver of this moment may be adhyasta
on it.

Objection ; Even in the 'bijankura', we do not find
botjh, the seed and its 'ankura" coexisting even though, one
is the 'upadana' (material cause) of the other,